"'he original claim was filed after agreement wit h the legal officer at the 
Dover Air 'Force Bose as to what would be included. Everythin: was specified except 
the exact number of eggs that were lost in this one flock, hatched April 1959, He 
then promised that i? I filed two supporting affidavits attesting to the re a sonablen.es 
of the estimates, the claim would be paid. For this reason, a claim for the loss in 
egg production was deliberately kept so low that there should have be n no doubt about 
its reasonableness. 


it the time, I was not in a position to supply the attached supporting 
evidence of the production we should have been able to get from our layers. Also, 
at that time, the limit on administrative settlements was cl, 000.00 

bithoutnthe problems such as caused by the sonic boom, our layers regularly 
peak in production at 90' j and better, and records establishing this sre available if 
the Department cares for them. Even at the end of their laying cycle, when production 
is generally lowest, we have records, also available to you, show ing that at the low 
point in their laying life our birds lay as well as the national average for the 
entire laying year. Both the high initial production and the high low point indicate 
the av validity of our claim that without the troubles caused by such things as this 
sonic boom, our layers will produce at the high rate claimed in the attachments. I 
want to point out that in every way our flocks are better and more often cared for. 

He use more expensive and better feeds. He gat ter the eggs almost hourly, which is 
rare indeed. I have never heard of any other poultryman giving his flocks such care. 

At this time of the year, we gather eggs and tend he chickens beginning before day- 
light. It is also important to consider the small units in. which our birbds ere kept, 
lens of 300 and less, with ample space and equipment pe r chicken, is a much better 
than average practise and seriously reduces the social problems found in larger flocks 
Without this better management our lossess would be greater. 




opinion is invalid. In the letter to me from Lt. Gol. Lee, at Indientosra Gap, dated 
November 16, 1960, Colonel Lee suggests the vaccine may have been contaminated or 
ineffective. Had this he en the easel there would have been sick chickens, and the 
record is clear on this point. A healthier flock, in the normal sense, is hard to 
imagine. If ineffective, these chickens -would have had bronchitis, if not before 
housing, then certainly after being subjected to what is known as a "hot challenge" 
when put in the hen house. A loss of- only four hens in thirteen raontys, from normal 
causes, is a truly astounding health record. Colonel’Lee’ s reference to what might 
happen in a thunderstorm has no reference to tvhat has ever happened here. These are 


the only chcikens we have ever had who reacted to a thunderstorm. He have daily 
records going back to July 1, 1959, showing all losses, and you are welcome to examine 
thegi. There have been many thunderstorms since then. This is the only flock to panic 
during such a storm. 



We bought 300 J. 3. Warren pullets, hatched in April 1059. 


312 and possibly more . Followi 


lis means we pot at least 


rig 


the sonic boom of ?;y 22, 19 o9 and the 


ensuing 


losses, 268 were housed in the Upstairs west pen .August 3, 1959. 7or pupposes of 
comparison, the previous flock of identical breeding housed in this pen, we ted 
bought 300, got 332, and housed 318. As previously reported, there was no disease 
in this flock and examination at the State -hive stock: and Sanitary Service laboratory 
revealed no traces of even internal or external parasites. Several examinations at 
this lab also revealed that those birds examined, when, mature and not laying, showed 
no signs of ever laying and were "clean'’ . Except for losses from injury end ensuing 
cannibalism, this tlocx nad an excellent liveability record. Losses when these chickens 
were not mature hav« been report'd ana agrreed to. Their unusual behavior, especial!’? 


their response to noise. 


already been reported. 


They laid their first egg September 4, 1959, passed 10> production September 39, 19o9. 
They were seven months old when they reached 50p production, and they peaked at but 
75.4 when nine months old. Notes on this flock reveal unusually good physical health. 
Asmpreviou sly reported, only four died from other causes in thirteen months, and this 
health record is good enough to de scribe as "fantastic". 

be ginicing October 1959, 

These 300 eheikens, wi±h®st:<xha:xsanisxbis!mx|.' should have laid at a rate of 275 eggs 
per year (75%), end they should have laid well for 14 months. : 7e figured only 50, ; i 
production for the two additional months. This comes to 94,500 eggs. Allowing for 
siz percent attrition and 15u reduced performance in the second year of lay, computed 
on a bisis of nine months of profiatble oroduction the second year, they should have 
laid 45,684 eggs. This comes to 140,184 eggs. However, they actually laid only 78,288 
eggs during this time, making a loss of 61,896 eggs. %»#a-4-ajio~4©ub : t--itt-- j feia . .ca ?e , 

i cks, about o u r p lan to keep sacnTHL -ywe-K We 

0'ir records 

necessary to Keep some longer, for which no claim is made, likewise, 



show it wa 


no claim is made for other losses, such as lost meet, overhead, business, etc. 



ue 


Flock of J . J . ? arren pullets battled January 1959. K 0 used 216, Tay 2, 1959. They laid 
their first egg May 8, 1959. They were so frightened by the sonic boon of Ma$22, 1959 
they hit a hanging feeder with sufficient, force to break the sash-cord by which it 
was suspended. They even broke the heavy galvanized lid over the float valve of the 
sturdy Beacon water trough. They showed immediate injury and a note of July 6, 1959 
says they were still skittish. This fright came at a most critical and damaging time 
for them. Some, young as they were, moulted. There was no disease. The first to die 
from any reason other than injury sxri or ensuing cannibal! sm died on December 12, 1959, 
and may not have been of this hatch, for its population wa s, reduce d_to ojily 154 by 
November 19, 1959, when 35 sid hens were added from the d own - a t orr & n . Ibis 
gave 8 population of only 189 which, while it still gave them much more than the rec 
required amount of room, made their housing and labor and related costs higbe r pen 
chicken. On April 30, 1960, other hens were a ded from the downstairs east pen. This 
hatch peaked at only 68. Bt in their seventh month and, when only 10 months old, fell 
below 5Q3. 


Without this sonic boom and the ensuing troubles, this flock might have been expected 
to lay 69,120 eggs in their "laying year". They laid only 32,401, They should have 
laid 36,619 more eggs, which is total loss to us. It is not possible now to determine 
what part of the attrition was salve gable, but it is clear that there was much loss 
in neat than cannot be included here. 

^o claim is m? de for the expect'd production of a second Jear of lay because it is 
now not possible to determine whether keeping them over was planned. It wouldn’t 
have been economically dusireable. 



d ; 


Hatch of J . J , '.Varren pullets, 8/25/58. Housed December 1958. ;7e 
and population records for tee period prior to July 1959. This 
stairs east pen. They v/ere so frightened by the sonic bo~m of 
some ruptured their air sacks, and as a consequence air g 
on their skulls and they puffed up astoundingly. Some went ini 
of disease. This claim is computed on the basis of 70- product 
we might have expected of them, for the seven months following 
two hundred hens. Undoubtedly there was egg loss bbefore July, 
been at their peak at the time of the sonic boom. But we have 
months. No claim is made for a -ossible second year of oroduc 


Two hundred hens at 70/ production in these seven months woulc 
These laid only 20,803 eggs. The loss in eggs alone is 9,157 « 
for the inevitable meat salvage losses or other lo s®s, stalls 
housing, labor, litter -overhead-cso costa per chicken. 


5 have no production 
3 flock was in the doim- 
Nsy 22, 1959 that ihssy 
5 scaped into thex skin 
;o a moult. Ho history 
;ion,that is les than 

the sonic boom, for 
. They should have 

no records for those 
: tion. 

i have laid 29,960 eggs. 
3ggs. No claim is made 
such as increased 



